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1 Network Deficiency and Monostable Reaction Networks

In this section, we provide details of the proofs to rule out multistability for certain scaffold binding
models with linear (de)phosphorylation rates, i.e. for models of the type LR-S. We also state in
detail various definitions and the main theorem of network deficiency theory and an important
result regarding strongly sign determined systems.

1.1 Network deficiency

The network deficiency theory [3] can be used to prove that certain chemical reaction networks can
not exhibit multistability regardless of the reaction parameters used. This creates a strong analytic
result without the use of Monte Carlo simulations. We state the definitions and main theorems for
network deficiency below.

A chemical reaction network, {S,G, R}, consists of three sets: a finite set S representing
the molecular species, the set of complexes G, and the set of reactions in the network R. We
reserve the symbol C to denote the number of complexes in a given network. The complexes in the
system are simply the left or right hand sides of every chemical reaction, e.g. A+ B and C for the
reaction A + B — C'. The basic mathematical object to be studied here is a graph whose edges are
the different complexes (each appearing only once), and where the directed edges are the different
reactions. Notice that no mention is made of the parameters for the system, e.g. the rates at which
the reactions take place. This is because the results will be independent of their (positive) values.

The linkage classes of a network are the strongly connected components of the undirected form
of the reaction graph. That is, two complexes are in the same linkage class if there is an undirected
path connecting them. We call ¢ the number of linkage classes. The rank of a reaction network



(denoted by r) is defined as the rank of the standard stoichiometry matrix of the system. The
deficiency of a network {S,G, R} is defined by

§=C—t—r

Say that a complex y ultimately reacts to z if there is a directed path on the reaction graph
from y to z, and denote it by ¥y = z. A chemical reaction network is weakly reversible if y = z
implies z = y. That is, weak reversibility means that whenever one can reach complex z from
complex y through a directed path of reactions, then one can also reach y from z through another
directed path.

Theorem 1.1 (Deficiency Zero Theorem). Let {S,G, R} be any reaction network of deficiency
zero. If the network is weakly reversible, then for any mass action kinetics k € (Z+)\R|, the differ-
ential equations for the mass action system {S,G,R,k} have the following properties: there exists
within each positive stoichiometric compatibility class precisely one equilibrium; that equilibrium is
asymptotically stable, and there cannot exist a nontrivial cyclic composition trajectory in (ZT)RI,

The original proofs of this theorem date back to the work of Horn and Jackson [7] and Fein-
berg and Horn [4], according to Gunawardena [6]. To understand the concept of a stoichiometric
compatibility class, think of a system with several forms of the same protein, say By,..., B, for
different forms of a given protein B. Suppose the total amount of substrate is constant throughout,
e.g. By + ...+ B, = Bj,. A stoichiometric compatibility class is the set of all states that have a
specific total amount of B, say Bi,: = 100, as well as specific total amounts of every other protein
involved.

1.2 Applications of network deficiency

We apply the Deficiency Zero Theorem to show that the chemical reaction networks below cannot
exhibit multistability regardless of the reaction parameters used. As stated above, we will work with
the linear rate model LR-S throughout.

Theorem 1.2. If the phosphorylation and dephosphorylation only take place for the scaffold unbound
substrates, we can rule out multistability.

Reaction Diagram:

B() = Bl = BQ = ... = Bn

Proof. The reaction network is weakly reversible and we verify that

C = 3(n+1)
Il = n+2
= 2n+1
0

Hence by the Zero Deficiency theorem, there exists exactly one asymptotically stable steady state
which can calculated from the steady state analysis. O

Theorem 1.3. If the phosphorylation and dephosphorylation only take place for the scaffold bound
substrates, we can rule out multistability.

Proof. The network is weakly reversible and unlike that in the previous result, it has a single linkage
class as shown in the following network:



B,S = B,S = B,S .. =2B.S

! /. I

B,+S B,+S B,+S .. B,+S

We compute the deficiency of this systems as follows:

C = 2n+1)
I =1

r = 2n+1
6§ = 0

Hence by the Zero Deficiency theorem, there exists exactly one asymptotically stable steady state
as before, for a given stoichiometric compatibility class. O

1.3 Strongly sign determined systems

For chemical reaction networks that are not weakly reversible or don’t have deficiency zero, the
Deficiency Zero Theorem cannot be applied. We can rule out multistability for some reaction
networks by examining the stoichiometric matrix of the chemical reaction network and applying the
results from [1, 2]. We state the following definitions and theorems below. Moreover ERNEST (8],
a Matlab toolbox, can be used to computationally verify the results.

A chemical reaction system with n species and m reactions can be written in the form

¥’ = Mv(x),

where x = [z1,...,2,]7 is the nonnegative n-vector of species concentrations, v = [vq, ..., v,]7 is the
m-vector of the reaction rates, and M is the n x m stoichiometric matrix. A reaction system is
nonautocatalytic if the stoichiometric matrix M and the matrix V7, defined by the m x n matrix
V(z), Vij = g;’ﬂ, have opposite sign structures in the following sense: M;;V;; < 0 for all ¢, 7, and

M;; =0 — V;; = 0. In general, the assumption that a system is nonautocatalytic holds for mass
action systems, provided that the reactant only occurs on one side of a reaction.

A square matrix P is sign-nonsingular if the sign of its determinant is nonzero and can be
determined from the signs of its entries (i.e. if @ is any other matrix with sign(p;;) = sign(g;;) for
all i, j, then sign(det P) = sign(det Q)). A matrix M is strongly sign determined if all square
submatrices of M are either sign-nonsingular or singular.

Theorem 1.4. If the reactions in a continuous flow stirred tank reactor are monautocatalytic, and
the stoichiometric matriz M is strongly sign determined, then the system does not admit multiple
equilibria.

For the original proof of this theorem see Corollary 3.5 in Banaji et al [1].

1.4 Applications of strongly sign determined systems

Theorem 1.5. Suppose there is only one phosphorylation site, i.e. n = 1. If phosphorylation and
dephosphorylation take place on both scaffold bound and unbound substrates then we can rule out
multistability.

Proof. This network, as well as all other networks considered in this manuscript, lie within the
framework of reactions in a cotinuous flow stirred tank reactor. The network for this system is
reproduced below:



B,S = B,S
Bo=8, 1 i
B,+S B,+S

It can be verified that this system is weakly reversible, but it has deficiency 1, hence the

Deficiency Zero Theorem doesn’t apply. However we compute the stoichiometric matrix for = =
[Bo, Bl, B()S, BlS, S}T as

-1 1 0 0 0
1 -1 0 0 0
0 0 1 -1 0
0 0o -1 1 0

Since each species appears at most on one of the two sides of a given reaction, the system is
nonautocatalytic. It was verified computationally that the stoichiometric matrix is also strongly
sign determined, by inspecting each square submatrix. Using the results stated above we conclude
the proof.

O

Theorem 1.6. Suppose that there is only one phosphorylation site, phosphorylation takes place only
for scaffold bound substrates and dephosphorylation takes place only on scaffold unbound substrates.
Then multistability is not possible, for any reaction parameter values on a given stoichiometric
compatibility class.

Proof. This system is not weakly reversible, hence deficiency results do not apply. Once again, for
x = [Bo, B1, BoS, B1S, S]T the stoichiometric matrix is

1 -1 0 0 0
0 0o -1 1 0
-1 0 1 0 -1
M= 1 0 -1 0 1
0 -1 0 1 -1

o 1 0 -1 1

After checking that the system is nonautocatalytic, and after verifying numerically that M is
strongly sign determined, the result follows.

O

Theorem 1.7. For the system LR-S, suppose that there is only one phosphorylation site, phos-
phorylation takes place for scaffold unbound substrates and dephosphorylation takes place only on
scaffold bound substrates. Then multistability is not possible, for any reaction parameter values on
a given stoichiometric compatibility class.

By—>B;
B()S<—Bls



Proof. This system is also not weakly reversible. Once again, for z = [By, By, BoS, B1S, S]T the
stoichiometric matrix is

-1 1 0 0 0
0 0 1 -1 0
-1 0 1 0 -1
M= 1 0 -1 0 1

After checking that the system is nonautocatalytic, and after verifying numerically that M is strongly
sign determined, the result follows. O

1.5 Equal scaffold binding rates across phosphoforms

Theorem 1.8. In Model LR-S, if the rates of binding and unbinding to the scaffold are independent
of the phosphorylation state of the system, then multistability is not possible.

Proof. For i =1,..,n — 1, we have the following rate equations:

d[g‘)] —  —ao[Bo] + 60[B1] + k%[ BoS] — k*[Bo][S]
d[ﬁi] = 0i[Bit1] + aia[Bioa] — (i + 6)[Bi] + k*[B;S] — k[ Bi][S]
d[f;"] = p_1[Bn-1] = 8p_1[Bn] + k%[B,S] — k*[B,][S]
d[igs] = —ao[BoS] + 60[B1S] — k%[BoS] + k*[Bo][S]
d[]jzs] = 0;[Bi+15] + ai_1[Bi—15] — (ci + 6;)[BiS] — k¥[B;S] + k*[Bi][S]
WSl s(BuaS) — 8ua[BaS] — KBS+ KB,IS)
Let
[B] = izng[Bi]
BS = (B
Then -
% - z”: d[iji] = k¢ Zn:[Bz‘S] — k(5] zn:[Bi] = k%[BS] - k*[B][S]
i=0 i=0 i=0
@ _ :O d[d;S} S g[BiS] + k°[S] :0[32.] — _IUBS] + k°[B][S]

Notice that this is the description of the much simpler system S 4+ B < SB, with on-rate k¢,
and off-rate k?. At steady state, we define k = ’;—d then

k.a

[BS] = 15(BIIS] = k[B][S]
From the conservation of substrates,
[B] = Biot — [BS]
[BS] == Stot - [S]



Substituting in the previous equation and simplifying, we have
kS + k(Biot = Siot + 1)[S] = Siot = 0

a polynomial of degree 2. Since the discriminant is positive, (k(Biot — Stot) + 1)? + 4kSio¢ > 0, and
the constant term is negative, there must exist exactly one positive root. Thus, there exists exactly
one steady state of the reduced system, which attracts all solutions.

We still need to show that the original system has a unique, globally attractive solution. We know
from our previous analysis that at steady state the free scaffold variable S is equal to a uniquely
defined value Sy. Therefore after setting all left hand sides of the system to zero, we can also set
S = Sy. But these are now the equations of a linear system, more precisely, the linear reaction
system B, — Bi+1, Bi+1 — Bi, SBiJrl — SBZ‘, SBZ‘ — Bi, and B; — SBZ‘, the last with rate kaS()
This linear system has a unique steady state for the given total protein concentrations, therefore the

set of equations has a unique solution and the proof of the statement is complete.
O

2 Steady State Analysis

Given a multisite phosphorylation system it is sometimes possible to write all system variables at
steady state explicitly in terms of chemical parameters and total protein concentration, in particular
ensuring the uniqueness of a steady state solution. When this is not possible, we have followed
and generalized a technique described in [9], in order to write a small system of algebraic equations
involving FEi.¢, Biot, and, in here, Si,:. The solutions of this small system of equations are in bijec-
tive correspondence with the roots of the ODE of the chemical reaction system, thus substantially
reducing the problem of determining how many roots the system has. We carry out this technique
with the various models involved in this paper.

2.1 Model LR-NS

Using linear rates, the model in which no scaffold is present and phosphorylation and dephosphory-
lation occurs on the substrates.

Let [X(M] be the steady state of substrate X for model LR-NS.
Conservation equations:

n

Biot = y_[B!"]

=0

Etot h
Fiet, we have

Steady state concentrations: For ¢; = §*, and A =

7 E o .
BY) = SR8 = B for i = 0,.m— 1

Steady state solution: Using the conservation equation and steady state concentrations, we can solve
for the steady state solution in terms of [B(()l)] by

Bio
[B(gl)] = n—1 - tifl i
1 + Zi:l (Hk;:() Ck)A

which can be solved explicitly for any A.

2.2 Model NMA-S

Using mass action kinetics, the model in which no scaffold is present and phosphorylation and de-
phosphorylation occurs on the substrates.



Let [X )] be the steady state of substrate X for model NMA-S.
Conservation equations:

n n—1 n
B = » B+ [EBP)+Y [FB)
i=0 i=0 i=1
n—1
Eiot = [E(z)] + Z[EBZ(Q)]
i=0
Foo = [FP]+ Z[FBl@)]
i=1

For i =0,1,...,n — 1, the Michaelis-Menten constants are defined as follows

k . bf + ¢
M, — aiE
r bﬂl +dit1
kyripi = ———
i1
S S _ ik _ [E®)]
Steady state concentrations: For ¢ =0,1,....,.n—1, \; = FARYEoE and t = F@]

M,i

ek [E(2)]
B(2) _ M,i+1 B(Q) )\J B(Q)
[ Z-‘rl] dz-‘,—lkM)i [F( )][ ] [ [ ]

1

BB = e (EPB)
kpi '

1

FBE] = o (FPIBE]

M,i+1
Then for ¢ = 1,...,n, we have
7—1
1] = [T Mti(B8]

k=0

Steady state solution: We introduce the polynomials, qS((JQ)(t), §2)(t), (2 (t) defined below

n

S B

B&1+ 3 H o)t = [BS)oP (1)

i=0 i=1 k=0
n—1 n—1
DB = [EOIBT (G LT e - (e
i=0 i=0 M k=0
n n 1 i—1
SOIFBP) = (B (o [T = (FOBEY165 (1)
i=1 i=1 "M,i =0
Using the conservation equations, we have
B = BN () + [E@N” (1) + [FP)y” (1))
By = [E(2)](1 + [ (2)] (2)( t))
Fior = [F@)1+[BPeS (1)



Solving for [B(()Q)], we define a the steady state equation as a function ®® : R2 — R? by

2 2 2 ¢(12) () Brot
o (B [FO)) = wﬂ”0+'?quEwauqu®w9@>'_&m
® 1m@n (@ @ ¢;2) (t) Bot _
o (B, [F?) [F]Q+%mnﬂww9m+mm£W) o

where the roots of ®®) are the steady state solutions for NMA-S.

2.3 Model LR-S

Using linear rates, the model in which phosphorylation takes place on and off scaffold and dephos-
phorylation only occurs off scaffold.

Let [X(1%)] be the steady state of substrate X for model LR-S.
Conservation equations:

Buo = 3_(1B"] + [Bi50)
=0
Stot == [S(ls)] + Z[Bls(ls)]

i=0
Steady state concentrations:

i1 Byot

[BM] + [Bis1)] = [BiS19)] = X1 A[BiS") for i = 1,...,n

1L tot
We need to set [ByS1#)] = f([S19)]) - [Béls)], where f: R — R. This is done by recursive solving
the following equations from the highest index to the lowest.
Fori=1,...n—1, let

i
i - ﬁ
5
Biy1 = Z;l
k.ll
Kj = k—:dz
We have
[an(lé)] — (niFtOt + 5n [5(16)])[.8,'(116)]
ﬂ“'lFtot[Bi(-ls-sl)] +[BiSM] = (g Fio] + 51‘[5(15)])[31'(18)] fori=n—-1:-1:1
BiFia[B{"+ [BoS™] = Bo[BE" [

using this recursively, we can find the function f such that [ByS(*)] = f([S(1#)]) - [B(()ls)]. Solving
for the steady state equation, as in LR-NS, we see that the steady state solution reduces to solving
the roots of a polynomial of degree n + 2.

2.4 Model MA-S

Using mass action kinetics, the model in which phosphorylation takes place on and off scaffold and
dephosphorylation only occurs off scaffold.



Conservation equations:

n n—1 n
Biw = Y (B +[BiS®) + 3 [EBiSEI] + 3 (FBP] + [FBis®)
=0 1=0 =1
n n—1
Stot = Z[BiS(QS)]-l-Z[EBiS(QS)]
=0 =0
n—1
Bt = [EC))+ Y [EB;S®]
1=0
Fuor = [F®) 4+ (FB*)+ [FBis®)
=1

Steady state concentrations:
1

[EB;S?] = kT[E(QS)][BiS(QS)] fori=0,..,n—1
M,i
1
[FB™)] ——[FCI[BP) for i =1,..,n
kM,’L
1
[FB;S%)] kT[F(QS)][BiS(QS)] fori=1,..,n
M,i
Ci— kF . E(ZS)
[B,]®*) +[B;S®)] = Gim1¥ | ][BiS(QS)] = N at[B;SP)] for i = 1,...,n

dlkI\E/Iz [F(Qs)]

We need to set [ByS29] = f([E2)], [F29],[929)]) . [BS*)] - [S29)], where f : RS — R. This is
done by recursive using the following equations, below, from the highest to the lowest index.
Fori=1,...,n—1, let

TR,
o dit1
Pt = mE
Ry = :g
Then
[BaS®I] = (0u[F)] + , [SEI])[BE]
B [FENBEN +[B:S®)] = (ulF®)] + s SCNBE fori=n—1:-1:1
BIFPBE] + [BoS®)] = o[BS

Using this recursively, we can find the function f such that [BoS(9)] = f([E?9)], [F(22)],[S(Z%)]) -
[By™] - [57)).

3 MA Approaches LR as k;; — o0

For simplicity in the proof, we revert to the model in which phosphorylation only takes place on
scaffold and dephosphorylation only occurs off scaffold. The addition of dephosphorylation on scaf-
fold components will result in model LR-S and MA-S which is a similar model in terms of the
construction of the steady state equation, and determining multistability. We refer to both models
as LR-S and MA-S, respectively. It is stated in the main text that as ky; becomes large, intuitively
the system NMA-S starts to resemble LR-NS (and similarly, MA-S resembles LR-S). In this section
we make that statement more precise, by describing the convergence of one model towards the other
in detail.



3.1 Constructing conditions such that LR-NS and NMA-S have equiva-
lent steady states

Fori=0,..,n—1, let ﬂZE,Bﬁrl < O(%) such that

1 _ P
RE i€
M,i
1 _ gF
g = Pi+1€
M,i+1
Since \; = \;,
e F E
(o7} ClkM,iJrl . ¢if;

= B = 7
Oit1  diyrkyr,  ditaBiiy

Then given «;,d;41, for arbitrary d; 41 or ¢;

F
@i iy
¢ = dip1 or
’ S BE
d _ Siy187
i+1 ey
Bt
Then for
1 a’iE 6E'
—_— = - €
E E
kM,i bz + ¢c; '
F
L dit1 =BF e
kAFMH bE o, +diqa i+1
For arbitrary b¥ or a”, we have
af = BEe(bF 4 ¢;) or
af
vE = 5 7 — ¢i(> 0 provided e is small enough)
De
7
Similarly for b, ; or af, |,
F F F
aiyr = PBip1€(biyy + dipr) or
af
bi, = ;f — d;+1(> 0 provided e is small enough)
i+1€
We define kj; as
. E F
kar = l.:OH_l_}I}L_l{kM,iv kM,i+1}

Lemma 3.1. If ky; > 1 then [E®)] = Eyor and [FP] = Fyyy.

Proof. Let ﬁ = O(e).
For i =0,...,n — 1, using the conservation and steady states equations, we have

n—1
Byt — [E®)] Z;[EBEZ)] [EO]ER 1o 1
e~ = B~ B g NS B =00
Fiot — [F¥)] ;[FB£2)] [FOTIS 1 o
Fiot B Fiot ~ F, ; kAF/“ [B;”'] < nBiot7— = O(e)
Then [E®)] — E; and [F®] — Fy as € — 0. -

10



Theorem 3.2. If %
M
1=0,1,...,n.

Proof. Let ﬁ = O(e).
Using the conservation equation of substrate at steady state, we have

< 1, then we can construct parameters such that [Bi@)] ~ [Bi(l)} for all

2 1 2 1 2
Bior = Y. BP1+> o [EDBP+ Y o [FP) B
i=0 i=0 M,i i=1 "M,
n n—1 n
= S (BT Y rs))
i=0 M

If By, is the same for both models and

Ai = (fori=0,1,...n
and solving for the steady states of NMA-S,
Bio
[B(()Q)] _ ‘t ¢
1+ (TEzbw ) +00
then
@ ) B n i—1 B i—1 n
2 _ 1 _ tot i At _ tot
15571~ 30 = S S T 0] = Bt s { kl_IOAk} >

D (=AY =0

where M = (1+ 377 (Tt M) u? +0(€))(1+ X0 (TTi—h Ak AY) and by Lemma 6.1. Thus for any

1=1,...,n
1—1 ) )
1B = BV = [T Al [BS) — A'[BSV) — 0
k=0

since u — A and [382)] — [B(()l)] as e — 0.

Theorem 3.3. If Eiot, Frot > Biot then [E(Q)] ~ Eyor and [F(Q)] ~ Fiot.

Proof.
n—1
> BB
B — [E®] i3 Bot _ o)
Eiot Eio T Eiot
n—1
Ftot - [F(2)] _ 1=0 Btot 0(6)
Fiot Fiot = Fiot

Remark 3.4. Note that if Ey, F; > Biot, it does not necessarily imply that [B
though both models will exhibit monostability [5].

11

(2)
(@)

O
|~ [B(})] for all i,



Suppose [B;] = [Bi(l)] = [BZ.(Q)} foralli=0,..,n.

Let k%, % =1foralli=0,1,....,n — 1. Then for LR-NS, the conservation equation is
M,i M,i+1

n

Biot = Y _[B]

i=0
At steady state, the conservation equation for model NMA-S is

n n—1 n

Biw = Y B+ [EBP]+> [FB®)
1=0 1=0 =1
= SB]+ i (BB + Y ——[FI[BJ
i=0 i=0 kMﬂ‘ i=1 kMﬂ;
= (1+[E®)[By] + (1 + [EP] + [FO)) ”E[BA +(1+ [FP])[B,]
1=0

Subtracting the two equations, we have

|
—

0= [E®@][Bo] + ((B®] + [F?))) ) [Bi] + [F®][By]

i

I
=)

Since By, # 0, there exists at least one ¢ € 0,1,...,n such that [B;] # 0. Suppose [Bg] # 0 then
[E®)] =0 but [E®] ~ E;y; from Theorem 6.3. Similarly for [B,,] # 0 then [F®] = 0 and [B;] # 0
fori € {1,...,n — 1} then [E®)] = [F®)] = 0.

3.2 Constructing conditions such that LR-S and MA-S have equivalent
steady states

Fori=0,..,n—1, let 6{5,@»111 < O(%) then

Q;
c; =
BFe
dit1
dit1 =

F

Biia€
Then for arbitrary bF or af
E E_(1E E_(1E @i E1E
ai = /81 G(bz + Ci) = /87, G(bz + Bée) = 6/61‘ bl +Olz or
i
E
ar — oy .
bY = —L—— provided af > ;.
51 €
Similarly for arbitrary bfz_l or aﬁ_l,
5
F F F F F i+1 F F
aiv1 = Biaelbiyr +div1) = Biie(bin + -5 6) = €B;41biy1 + dit1 or
i1
F
a;p1 — it .
biF+1 = LT orovided aﬂl > 0ig1-

F
57:+1€

Lemma 3.5. If kf}u < 1 then [E®9)] = Eypy and [F?9)] = Fyyy.

12



Proof. Let ﬁ = O(e).
For ¢ =0,...,n — 1, using the conservation and steady states equations, we have

n—1
Z[EBZS(QS)}
Eyor — B2 — B 1
ot — [ ] _  i=0 _ [ ] - [Bi(QS)] < By — = O(e)
Etor Etot Eiot = kyp, ke
> IFB*)
Fiot — [F(zs)] i=1 [F(zs)] — 1 (2s) L
S — = B < ’I’LB ot7 — O €
Fiot Fio Fiot ; kI\F/[,Z[ i ] s nbB tkM (©
Then [E®?%)] — E;; and [F?*)] — F,,; as e — 0. O

Theorem 3.6. If ﬁ < 1, then we can construct parameters such that [Bi(Qs)] ~ [BZ-US)] and
[B;S?9)] ~ [B;S19)].

Proof. By Lemma 6.5, [E(*)] = E,,; and [F*9)] — F,,,.
Fori=0,1,....n—1, let

C; = Oéik]\ELi
dis1 = GSiv1khrin
Using the steady state equations and letting A = JFE‘:Z; we have
(25) [E(9)]
Bi*)] = =X\ ) [Bi_1S®Y] = MA[B;_15®)] fori=1,..,n
k§ kg
B S(Qs) — 0 B(ZS) 5[25] N 0 B(2S) 5(29)
BoS®) = g B8 IS = ot B8]
kg ;i 1[E(39)]
BiS(2s) — i B(QS) S(QS) i—1 B;_ S(2s)
k¢ (28)17 (2 a;—1Eot .
— [BPY[S®)) 4 — = B 18P fori=1,.,n—1
” o Eror + kzd[ o I+ ;i Eior + kéj[ ! J for 4 "
s ktrlt s s a"[E(zs)] s k% s s OénE o s
[B,SP] = o [BE][S9] + T[Bn—ls(z = k7[B£L2 NS+ T“[Bn—ls(Q )]

[EB;S®)] — 0fori=0,..,n—1
[FBZ-(QS)] — Ofori=1,..,n

Thus, the construction of the steady state equation to solve for [S (25)] will reduce to the same
polynomial as in LR-S. O

13
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